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SUMMARY OF INTERVIEW 



Exhibits and/or Demonstrations 
None 

Identification of Claims Discussed 

Claim 1 5 and Claim 25 were discussed. 
Identification of Prior Art Discussed 

U.S. Patent No. 6,356,971 to Katz et al. C^the Katz Reference") and U.S. Patent 
No. 5,831,613 to Johnson et aJ. CHhe Johnson Reference") were discussed. 
Proposed Amendments 

None 

Principal Arguments and Other Matters 

Applicants discussed the lack of the claimed features in the Katz Reference and the 
Johnson Reference. A copy of the Examiner's sununary is also attached hereto. 
Results of Interview 

No agreement was reached. 
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REMARKS 

The Applicants thank the Examiner for his examination of the present application. By 
way of summary, Claims 15-19, 25-27, and 29-66 were pending in this application. In the Office 
Action mailed April 6, 2006, the Examiner rejected Claims 15-19, 25-27, and 29-66. In 
particular, the Examiner rejected Claims 15-19, 26-27, 29-33, 35-43, 45-56, 59-60, and 63-66 
under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,356,971 to Katz ("Katz''). In 
addition, the Examiner rejected Claims 25, 34, 44, 57-58, and 61-62 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being impatentable over Katz in further view of U.S. Patent No, 5,831,631 to Johnston 
("Johnson"). 

This Amendment amends Claims 15-19, 29-33, 37-41, 45-49, 57-58, and 61-62 and adds 
Claims 67-74. Thus, after entry of this Amendment, Claims 15-19, 25-27, and 29-74 remain 
pending. 

A. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 15-19. 26-27> 29-33, 35-43, 45-56, 59-60, AND 63-66 
UNDER 35 U.S.C> S 102 

The Examiner rejected Claims 15-19, 26-27, 29-33, 35-43, 45-56, 59-60, and 63-66 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,356,971 to Katz ("Katz"). In view 
of the arguments above and the following discussion. Applicants respectfully traverse this 
rejection and the Examiner's characterization of the cited reference. Moreover, Applicants 
respectfully submit that the claims as originally pending are patentably distinguished over Katz. 
Claims 15-19, 29-33, 37-41, and 45-49, however, have been amended without altering their 
scope in order to clarify the features of Applicants* inventions. These claim amendments are not 
made for patentability purposes, and it is believed that the claims would satisfy the statutory 
requirements for patentability without the entry of such amendments. Applicants therefore 
respectfully submit that Claims 15-19, 26-27, 29-33, 35-43, 45-56, 59-60, and 63-66 are 
patentably distinguished over the cited reference and Applicants respectfully request allowance 
of Claims 15-19, 26-27, 29-33, 35-43, 45-56, 59-60, and 63-66. 

1. Ipdependept Claims 15-19 

With respect to Claims 15-19, the Examiner argues that Katz discloses all of the elements 
of Claims 15-19. Applicants respectfully disagree. For example, Katz does not disclose "a 
memory comprising a plurality of nodes indicating music item classifications," "an input device 

-29- 



PA6E 31/46 ' RCVD AT 9«6 7:33:06 PM [Eastern Daylight 



09/05/2006 16:44 FAl 9497609502 



KNOBBE MAKTENS LLP 



@|032 



Appl. No. : 09/550,545 

Filed : April 14,2000 

comprising at least one of a keyboard, a rollerball, a pen, a stylus, a touchscreen, a microphone, 
and a mouse," "an output device operative to display a hierarchical graphical library tree, the 
hierarchical graphical library tree graphically depicting the nodes, one or more of the nodes in the 
hierarchical graphical library tree having a plurality of children nodes that relate to the node 
and/or one or more music trackCs), each node in the plurality of nodes being represented by either 
a graphical image or text," or "the output device having a graphical display indicating (a) a child 
node of the plurality of children nodes in the hierarchical graphical library tree, and/or (b) music 
I track information related to the child node, the child node and/or the mmic track information 

being operative to be movable or copyable from a first location where the child node and/or 
music track information indicates an association with one of the plurality of nodes in the 
hierarchical graphical library tree to one of a plurality of user-indicated second locations where 
the child node and/or music track information indicates an association with another of the 
plurality of nodes in the hierarchical graphical library tree and the moving or copying to the one 
of the plurality of user-indicated second locations is operative to be performed in response to a 
signal from the input device used to indicate a move or a copy of the child node and/or the music 
track from the first location to the second location in the hierarchical graphical library tree." 

Thus, Applicants respectftdly submit that Katz fails to disclose the claimed subject matter 
of Claims 15-19, including each element of Claims 15-19, and Applicants respectfully request 
that the rejection of Claims 15-19 be withdrawn. 

2. Dependent Claims 26-27, 54-56. and 63 

Claims 26-27, 54-56, and 63, which depend &om independent Claim 15 and include all 
the limitations of Claim 15. are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with 
respect to Claim 15 and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. Since Katz fails to 
disclose every element of Claims 26-27, 54-56, and 63, Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejection of Claims 26-27, 54-56, and 63 be withdrawn. 

3* Independ ent riaim s 29-33 
! With respect to Claims 29-33, the Examiner argues that Katz discloses all of the elements 

of Claims 29-33 referring to the arguments made with respect to Claim 15. Applicants 
respectftdly disagree. For example, Katz does not disclose "indicating music item classifications 
with a plurality of nodes with the output device," "displaying the nodes on the output device with 
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a hierarchical graphical library tree," "displaying adjacent one or more of the nodes in the 
hierarchical graphical library tree a plurality of children nodes that relate to the node and/or one 
or more music track(s)," "displaying at a locEition on the output device each node in the plurality 
of nodes with either a graphical image or text symbols," "displaying on the output device one of 
the children nodes in the plurality of children nodes in the hierarchical graphical libraiy tree, 
and/or the music track information related to at least one of the children node," or "moving or 
copying one of the children node(s) and/or music track informatioo from a first location on the 
output device where at least one of the children node(s) and/or music track information indicates 
an association with one of the pliirality of nodes in the hierarchical graphical library tree to one of 
a plurality of user-indicated second locations where the at least one of the children node(s) and/or 
music track information indicates an association with another of the plurality of nodes in the 
hierarchical graphical library tree, in response to a signal from an input device used to indicate a 
move or a copy of the at least one of the children node(s) and/or the music track information 
from the first location" to the second location in the hierarchical graphical library tree, the input 
device comprising at least one of a keyboard, a roUerball, a pen, a stylus, a touchscreen, a 
microphone, and a mouse," 

Thus, Applicants respectfully submit that Katz fails to disclose the claimed subject matter 
of Claims 29-33, including each element of Claims 29-33, and Applicants respectfully request 
that the rejection of Claims 29-33 be withdrawn. 

4. Dependent Claims 35-36. 59, and 64 

Claims 35-36, 59, and 64 which depend from independent Claim 29 and include all the 
limitations of Claim 29, are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with 
respect to Claim 29 and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. Since Katz fails to 
disclose every element of Claims 35-36, 59, and 64, Applicants respectfiilly request that the 
rejection of Claims 35-36, 59, and 64 be withdrawn. 

5. Independent Claims 37-41 

With respect to Claims 37-41, the Examiner argues that Katz discloses all of the elements 
of Claims 37-41 referring to the arguments made with respect to Claims 37-41 as well as 
additional arguments. Applicants respectfully disagree. For example, Katz does not disclose 
"computer readable program code for causing said client electronic device to display on said 
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client electronic device music item classifications >vith a plwality of nodes using either a 
graphical image or text symbols," "computer readable program code for causing said client 
electronic device to display on said client electronic device with a hierarchical graphical library 
tree the plurality of nodes and a plurality of children nodes, wherein at least one of the plurality 
of children nodes relates to at least one music track accessible by the client electronic device and 
a placement of each of the plurality of children nodes within the hierarchical graphical library 
tree indicates an association with one of the plurality of nodes," "computer readable program 
code for causing said client electronic device to move or copy the display of at least one of the 
plvirality of children nodes or at least one music track from a first location, where the at least one 
of the plurality of children nodes or the at least one music track indicates an association with one 
of the plurality of nodes in the hierarchical graphical library tree, to one of a plurality of user* 
indicated second locations where the at least one of the plurality of children nodes or the at least 
one music track indicates an association with another of the plurality of nodes in the hierarchical 
graphical library tree, the moving or copying being performed in response to a signal from an 
input device used to indicate a move or a copy of the at least one of the plurality of children 
nodes or the at least one music track from the first location to the second location in the 
hierarchical graphical library tree, the input device comprising at least one of a keyboard, a 
roUerball, a pen, a stylus, a touchscreen, a microphone, and a mouse." 

Thus, Applicants respectftdly submit that Katz fails to disclose the clamed subject matter 
of Claims 37-41, including each element of Claims 37-41, and Applicants respectfully request 
that the rejection of Claims 37-41 be withdrawn. 

6. Dependent Claims 42-43, 60, and 65 

Claims 42-43, 60, and 65, which depend from independent Claim 37 and include all the 
limitations of Claim 37, are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with 
respect to Claim 37 and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. Since Katz fails to 
disclose every element of Claims 42^3, 60, and 65, Applicants respectfully request that the 
rejection of Claims 42-43, 60, and 65 be withdrawn. 

7. Independent Claims 45*49 

With respect to Claims 45-49, the Examiner argues that Katz discloses all of the elements 
of Claims 45-49 referring to the arguments made with respect to Claims 45-49 as well as 
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additional arguments. Applicants respectftilly disagree. For example, Katz does not disclose 
"computer readable program code for causing said client electronic device to display on said 
client electronic device music item classifications with a plurality of nodes using either a 
graphical image or text symbols," "computer readable program code for causing said client 
electronic device to display on said client electronic device with a hierarchical graphical library 
tree the plurality of nodes and a plurality of children nodes, wherein each of the plurality of 
children nodes relates to one or more music track(s) accessible by the client electronic device and 
a placement of each of the plurality of children nodes within the hierarchical graphical library 
tree indicates an association with one of the plurality of nodes," "computer readable program 
code for causing said client electronic device to receive a signal from an input device, the input 
device comprising at least one of a keyboard, a xoUerball, a pen, a styltis, a touchscreen, a 
microphone, and a mouse, the signal indicating selection of a first child node of the plurality of 
children nodes in the hierarchical graphical library tree and to display on said client electronic 
device, upon selection of the first child node of the plurality of children nodes in the hierarchical 
graphical library tree, one or more music track(s) associated v^th the first child node of the 
plurality of children nodes and accessible by the client electronic device,*' "computer readable 
program code for causing said client electronic device to change the association of at least one of 
the one or more music track(s) from a first child node of the plurality of children nodes to a 
second child node of the plurality of children nodes," "computer readable program code for 
caiising said client electronic device to receive a signal indicating a user-indicated selection of 
the second child node of a plurality of children nodes in the hierarchical graphical library tree and 
to display on said client electronic device, upon selection of the second child node of the plurality 
of children nodes in the hierarchical graphical library tree, the at least one of the one or more 
music track(s)," or "computer readable program code for receiving a signal indication of a 
selection of one of the one or more music track(s) the nodes and for causing the music track 
corresponding to the selected node to be rendered when the track is selected" 

Thus, Applicants respectfully submit that Katz fails to disclose the claimed subject matter 
of Claims 45-49, including each element of Claims 45-49, and Applicants respectfixlly request 
that the rejection of Claims 45-49 be withdrawn. 
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8, Dependent Claims 50-52 and 66 

Claims 50-52 and 66, which depend from independent Claim 45 and include all the 
limitations of Claim 45, are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with 
respect to Claim 45 and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. Since Katz fails to 
disclose every element of Claims 50-52 and 66, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection 
of Claims 50-52 and 66 be withdrawn. 

9, Dependent Claim 53 

Claim 53, which depends from independent Claim 46 and includes all the limitations of 
Claim 46, is believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with respect to Claim 46 
and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. Since Katz £ails to disclose every 
element of Claim S3, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim S3 be 
withdrawn. 

10, Summary 

Accordingly, Applicants request that the Examiner pass Claims 15-19, 26-27, 29-33, 35- 
43, 45-56. 59-60, and 63-66 to allowance. 

B. REJECTION OF CLAIMS 25. 34. 44. 57-58. and 61-62 UNDER 35 U,S,C. S 103 

The Examiner rejected Claims 25, 34, 44, 57-58, and 61-62 under 35 U,S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Katz in further view of U.S. Patent No. 5,831>631 to Johnston 
("Johnson"). In view of the arguments above and the following discussion. Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection and the Examiner's characterization of the cited references 
because Katz, alone or in combination with Johnson, fails to teach or suggest the elements of the 
claims. See M.P.E.P. § 2143 (stating that in order to establish a prima facie case of obviousness 
for a claim, the prior art references must teach or suggest sJl the claim limitations). Thus, to 
sustain the foregoing rejections of Claims 25, 34, 44, 57-58, and 61-52, Katz alone or in 
combination with Johnson, must identically teach or suggest every element of Claims 25, 34, 44, 
57-58, and 61-52, which it does not. 

1- Dependent Claims 25_agi_A_57 

Claims 25 and 57, which depend from independent Claim 15 and include all the 
limitations of Claim 15, are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with 
respect to Claim 15 and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. 

-34- 



PAGE 36/46*RCVDATM67:33:06PM (Eastern Daylight Time]*S^^ 



09/05/2006 18:45 FAX 9497609502 



KNOBBE MARTENS LLP 



121037 



Appl. No, 
FUed 



09/550,545 
April 14, 2000 



Since Katz, alone or in combination with Johnson, fails to disclose every element of 
Claims 25 and 57, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claims 25 and 57 be 
withdrawn. 

2- Dependent Claims 34 and 58 

Claims 34 and 58, which depend from independent Claim 29 and include all the 
limitations of Claim 29, are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with 
respect to Claim 29 and because of the additional limitations set fordi therein. 

Since Katz, alone or in combination with Johnson, fails to disclose every element of 
Claims 34 and 58, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claims 34 and 58 be 
withdrawiL 

3* Dependent Claims 44 and 61 

Claims 44 and 61, which depend from independent Claim 37 and include all the 
limitations of Claim 37, are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with 
respect to Claim 37 and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. 

Since Katz, alone or in combination with Johnson, fails to disclose every element of 
Claims 44 and 61, Applicants respectfully request liiat the rejection of Claims 44 and 61 be 
withdrawn. 

4. Dependent Claim 62 

Claim 62, which depends from independent Claim 45 and includes all the limitations of 
Claim 45, is believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with respect to Claim 45 
and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. 

Since Katz, alone or in combination with Johnson, fails to disclose every element of 
Claims 62, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of Claim 62 be withdrawn. 

5. Summary 

Accordingly, Applicants request that the Examiner pass Claims 25, 34, 44, 57-58, and 61- 
62 to allowance. 

C. NEW CLAIMS 

New Claims 67-74 have beeii added to more fully defme the Applicants' invention and 
are believed to be fully distinguished over the prior art of record. Claims 67 and 68, which 
depend from Claim 16 and include all of the limitations of Claim 16, are believed to be 
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patentable for the same reasons stated above with respect to Claim 16 and because of the 
additional limitations set forth therein. Claims 69 and 70, which depend from Claim 17 and 
include ail of the limitations of Claim 17^ are believed to be patentable for the same reasons 
stated above with respect to Claim 17 and because of the additional limitations set forth therein. 
Claims 71 and 72, which depend from Claim 18 and include all of the limitations of Claim 18, 
are believed to be patentable for the same reasons stated above with respect to Claim 1 8 and 
because of the additional limitations set forth therein. Claims 73 and 74, which depend from 
Claim 19 and include all of the limitations of Claim 19, are believed to be patentable for the 
same reasons stated above with respect to Claim 19 and because of the additional limitations set 
forth therein. 

Accordingly, Applicants request that the Examiner pass Claims 67-74 to allowance. 

D. SUPPLEMENTAL IDS 

The Applicants submit herewith a copy of the Supplemental Information Disclosxare 
Statement which came to the Applicants* attention that was previously submitted on November 
21 , 2005 and on January 20, 2006. Copies of the CDROM and the accompanying document are 
not included because they were previously submitted. If the Examiner would like another copy, 
Apphcants would be glad to submit a copy at the Examiner* s request. While the Applicants do 
not believe that these references will affect the patentability of the pending claims, the Applicants 
respectfully request the consideration of die same. 

E. RE QUEST FOR TELEPHONE INTERVIEW 

Pursuant to M.P,E.P. § 713.01, in order to expedite prosecution of this application. 
Applicants' undersigned attorney of record hereby formally requests a telephone interview with 
the Examiner as soon as the Examiner has considered the effect of the arguments presented 
above. Applicants* attorney can be reached at (949) 721-7603 or at the number listed below. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the forgoing, the present application is believed to be in condition for 
allowance, and such allowance is respectfully requested. If further issues remain to be resolved, 
the Examiner is cordially invited to contact the undersigned such that any remaining issues may 
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be promptly resolved. Also, please charge any additional fees, including any fees for additional 
extension of time, or credit overpayment to Deposit Account No. 1 1-1410. 



Respectfully submitted, 

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP 



Amy ^. Christensen 
Registration No. 52,742 
Attorney of Record 
Customer No. 20,995 
(949) 760-0404 



Dated: 
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The interview Summary pQxm shaH be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the fllOi and UbM on the 
intents" sactlan of the nia wrapper. In a pefsonal Intanrtew, a divOcste of the b ghen to the applicant <er attorney or ^m> at the 
conclusion cT the IrAervlew. In the esse of a tatephone or vbteo-conrerence hrtervlew. the oopy la mailed to the appQcani's oonwpoodenca addreea 
eilher with or prior to Ihe n&A ofTida) communication. If addftlonal CMreepondofMe ftom tha eocamlner to not UkeV boTora an alowrBnoe or If other 
circumetanoee dictate, the Foim ehourd be mailed promptly e^the inteivtew rather than with the next official oommtmii^ion. 

Tha Fenn provtdea fbr recordation of the fbtouAig Infomiatton: 

- ApptKBtion iviunibGr (Series Code and Serial Numbei) 

- NameofappBcant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- TVpe of kitarview (leleohonic* videO'^l^nce. or per»onaJ) 

- Name of pBrticipanl(s> (applicant, attorney or agent axaminert ottw PIO peraonrtel* etc) 

- An indication whether or not an extitbd was shown or a demonatrallon conducted 

- An idenHfleatkmofthe specttie prior art Oisousaed 

- An indication whether en agreement was reached and If so^ a descr^on of the genersi nature of the aoreenient (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or dalms agreed as being alowabJe). Note: Agreomem es lo aUawaUHty Is tenlatNe end does 
not restrict lunher action by the eacamlner to 9m conbsfy. 

- The signature of the eiamincr who oonduded the MsfviBW(tf Form a not an ett^^ 

It Is desirable that the exemlnero(a>yrernlnd the appltoem of hto or her obVgatton to record the aubatance^ 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summaiy Forni wm not normally be cenaUered a ccmplete and proper recordatiort cf the intan/lew 
unlesa it tnctudas. or Is aupplamented by tha applEcanl or the exwnlner to Include, aa of lite vppficable ttema requM below concerning the 
Stibstanea of the Intarvlaw. 

A oomplfltB and proper recocdatlon of lha sutastancs of any tnlenriew ahoutd Muda at bast tie folowing appficable tteme: 

1 ) A ttrief description of the nature of arv eJdiid shown or any danMriatralftm corxducted, 

2) an identttcation of the claims discussed, 

3) en identlficallon of Ihe specific prior ait discuBSBd, 

4) an IdenUficaHcn of the principal proposed onendments of a aubrtantive nature dlficu&sed, unlesa these are already described on ttio 
InlanHflw Summaiy Fonm compktod by the £xamlnar. 

6) a brief identification of the general throat of the princ^al arguments presemed to the examiner. 

(The IdentttScmioA of arguments need not be lengthy or etabocete. A verbatim or hlghhr dalallad deecrlpllon of the aiguments Is mX 
reqUML The identmceUon of Ihe arguments la suflldent If to general n^ure or ttiruat of me principal afguments made to the 
exam^ can be urderetood In the conte4 of the applcaHon file. Of courae. the appScant may daetoe to emphasize and fUi V 
describe those arguments which he or ahe feels were or might be persiiesfve to the examiner.) 
€) a general indlcallon of any other iKritnenl matters cSscuaied, and 

7) If appropriate, the general reeulb er euteeme of the Intefvtew unlest already descriwd in the interview sununary Form comptatod by 

the examiner. 

examkiera are expected to carefully review the appOcanf a record of the substance of an Mervtew. Kthe record b rMt oomplate and 
accurate, tha examiner wiH give the appKcant an extendable one monch Ume period to conact the nconL 

examiner to Ghecic «or Aoouracy 

(( the dakns are alowable fbr other roasona of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner'a vai&loA of the 
etaiement attrbuted to Wm w her. If the recorO to complete end acciirete. the examiner should place the kidlcBiion. "buenriaw Record OK* on the 
paper recoidrro the substancse of the Interview along ttie date and the aacamher^a hftEafa. 
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Continuation Sheet{PTOL-413) 



Appl^tiDflNo. 09/550,546 



Continuation of Substance of Interview Including descr1ptk)n of the general nature of whet was ^reed to If an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussed differences between Applicanf $ dalm 15 and the KaAat 
reference. The Examiner explained the reasoning l^ehirvd the retfection specifically the portion of the reiiection regardk^ 
the moving and copying using the Input and the himrchical graphical library tree. Ai$o discussed the dragging and 
dropping claimed in claim 25 end how the combination of Km in view of Johnston was applied, it was the Examiners 
position that while the inventions appear to differ, tfte fanguege presented in the claims does not (Kstingulsh Katz from 
Applicant's claimed invention. No amendments to over come the art were proposed and no Indication of allowdble 
subject matter was gtven. Any new amendments or issues would requore further search and or conslderatbn to 
determine allowabitity or to determine if they will overcome the current prior art. 
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Docket No'.: REALNET.055A 



Customer No. 20,995 




SUPPLEMErrTAL INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

Scotzin, et al. 
09/550.545 
April 14, 2000 

A SYSTEM AND METHOD OF 
PROVIDING MUSIC ITEMS TO 
MUSIC RENDERES 
Examiner : Andrew R. Graham 

AitUnit : 2644 



Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P,0. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

Enclosed for filing in the above-identified ^plication is a PTO/SB/08 Equivalent listing 
2 references to be considered by the Examiner. Also encbsed are 2 foreign patent references 
and/or non-patent literature as listed on the Information Disclosure Statement 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.97(g) and (h), Applicants make no representation that the 
in&mfiation is considered to be material to patentability. Additionally, inclusion on this list is 
not an admission diat any of the cited documents are prior art in this application. Fiulher, 
Applicants make no representation regaiding the completeness of this list, nor represent that 
better art does not exist 

This Supplemental Information Disclosure Statement is being filed within three months 
of the filing date, with an RCE or before receipt of a first office action after an RCE and no fee is 
required. 
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•AppKNo, * : 09/550.545 Docket No. REALNET.055A 

FUed : Aprin4,2000 Customer No. 20^ 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required, or credit any overpayment, to Account No. 11-1410. 

Respectfully submitted, 

KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP 

Dated: Q-^. Jl^^/X?//. Bv: lW C/TAtgfevS<3 M _^ 

I Registration No. 52,742 

Attorney of Record 

! Customer No. 20,995 
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PT0/sa/D8Eaulvalent 


INFORMATIOrJ qiSCLOS^ 


Application^ No. 


09/550,5d5 


FUlng Date 


April 14, 2000 


STATEMENT BY^?^^S^T 


First Named Inventor 


Scotzln. et al. 


A/tUnrt 


2644 


(Muittpie Sheets used when nBcessary) 


Examiner 


Andrew R. Graham 


SHEET 1 OF 1 


Attorney Docket No. 


REALNET.055A 



U.$. PATENT DOCUMENTS 


Examlnef 
Initials 


Cite 
No. 


Document Number 
Number- Kind Code (if known) 
Exanipte: 1.234.587 81 


PuDteation Data 

MWW»YYYY 


Name of Patentee or Applicant 


Pages, Oolumnj, Une$ Where 
Relevant Passages or Relevant 
R^res Appear 















FOROGN PATEMT DOCUMENTS 




Examiner 
initiats 


Cite 
No. 


Foreign Patent Document 
Cour^ Cocfe^umter-iOM Cod9 
Example: JP12345S7At 


Publication 
Date 
MM^D-YYYY 


Name ofPetentBsar 
Applicant 


Pages, Columns. lk»B 
Where Relevant Passages or 
Retevant Figures Appear 



















NOW PATENT UTERAUIRE DOCUMENTS 

Include name of the author (in CAPITAL LETTERS), title of the article (when appropriate), title of the 
item (t)ook, magazine, journal, serial, symposium, cat^, etc), diate. page(s). volume-issue, 
number^s). publisher, dty and/or country where published. 

Whatsnew MP3 Explorer Supanova Software Veraion 2.0, from 

httD://wvw.millstof>e^ d en^on.cQ.uk/zps^ January 3, 1999 

CO wth copy of MP3 Supanova MP3 Explorer, from 

httD://Wvw.mlllstor>e.demon.co.ukteP3ymo3exp2Q,zip. January 3, 1999 
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2309093 
011906 



Exanr^iner Signature 



Date Considered 



^Examiner. Initial If reference considered, whether or not citation is In conlomiance with MPEP 609. Draw line through citation if not 
In conformance and not considered. Include copy of this Ujrm with next communication to applicant 



- Place a check mark m this area wfien an Ehglish language Translation Is attached, 
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Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submitted by the applicant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ black borders 

□ image cut off at top, bottom or sides 

□ faded text or drawing 

□ blurred or illegible text or drawing 

□ skewed/slanted images 

□ color or.black and white photographs 

□ gra«m:ale documents 



iir LINES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXHIBIT(S) SUBMITTED ARE POOR QUALITY 

□ OTHER: 



IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 
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